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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it foregrounds the historicist dimensions of Mahasweta Devi’s fiction, demonstrating how literature can function as an alternative archive for marginalized histories. By interrogating official narratives and recovering subaltern voices, it contributes to ongoing scholarly conversations on historiography, cultural memory, and postcolonial identity. Its interdisciplinary approach, bridging literary studies, history, and cultural theory, offers a model for how texts can illuminate socio-political realities. In doing so, the study not only enriches Mahasweta Devi scholarship but also advances critical methods for reading literature as a site of historical resistance and recognition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
Rewriting History from the Margins: A Historicist Reading of Mahasweta Devi’s Selected Fiction
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract clearly sets the theoretical context: poststructuralist skepticism of absolute truth, and the “rewriting” of history, and highlights the central argument: Devi’s fiction as a crusade for the tribals’ right to be in history. However, the last line could be expanded to emphasize why this matters for scholarship (filling a gap, reinterpreting history, or offering new insights).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, because it uses the right theoretical framework (historicism/new historicism, poststructuralism, subaltern studies and supports claims with relevant evidence from the texts (Mahasweta Devi’s fiction).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The writer may consider online references.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Yes, because the vocabulary is rich and sophisticated (e.g., poststructuralist milieu, unwrite, national narratives and the sentences convey a clear intellectual stance. However, many sentences are long and winding, which makes them harder to follow. Scholarly writing favors clarity and conciseness.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript makes a valuable contribution by highlighting Mahasweta Devi’s role in rewriting marginalized histories through a historicist lens, effectively linking literature with subaltern voices and alternative narratives; however, I recommend that a summary part be included to clearly articulate the key highlights of the paper.

	

















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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